
Colorado Public Utilities Commission 

1580 Logan Street, Suite #740 
Denver, CO 80203 

ATTN: Chairman Gregoty Sopkin 

FEB 2 8 2005 

Federal Communications Co 
ATTN: Chairman Michael 
or Successor 
445 12" Street SW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

FCC - MAILROOh4 I 
Dear Sirs: 
I am a concerned citizen of Colorado. I receive my local telephone service from a Competitive Local Exchange Carrier 
(CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to receive prior to having a competitive 
choice in local telecommunications service providers. Competition has reduced costs, increased customer service and 
benefitted the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back 10 years in the eyes of the 
consumer. As a result of your actions, my phone rates are going up no matter where I go. Rates have increased 
ihrotigh boih m y  competitive carrier and ihrougn the incumbent carrier (Uwest) as a result of your actions. As a result I 
am lefl with higher costs and fewer choices for my telecom services. 

For the vast majorlty of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using legacy, copper wire 
phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular Wireless) itself admits, wireless phones 
are not yet a substitute for landline. 

Competition and choice are decreasing as a result of this Administration's FCC TRO Remand Order: Unless the FCC 
and PUC act to ensure a competitive marketplace, prices to consumers will continue to go up and quickly. Competitive 
local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly owned lines, leased by the Bell companies, to deliver 
phone and Internet services to residential and business customers. But without FCC action, the Bells will be able to 
leverage their unregulated monopoly control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which passed with overwhelming Republican and Democratic support, envisioned 
an active FCC role in supporting competitive access to the phone networks. The FCC must rise to meet this challenge. 
Specifically, the FCC must lake action that reaffirms that it will not sit idly by while jobs are lost, prices rise and four 
phone monopolies undo the progress of the past five years. 

We believe the FCCs position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large phone companies. 
We need more small companies like Liberty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs and provide more choices. 

Sincerely, 
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Federal Communications Commission 
ATTN: Chairman Michael Powell 
or Successor 
445 1TStreetsW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

Colorado Public Utilities Commission 
AllN: Chairman Gregoly Sopkin 
1580 Logan Street, Suite #740 Denver, Co 80203 

DearSirs: - . -. - .. -. 
I am a concerned citizen of Colorado. I receive my local telephone service from a Competitive Local Exchange Carrier 
(CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to receive prior to having a competitive 
choice in local telecommunications service providers. Competition has reduced costs, increased customer service and 
benemted ?he consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back IO years in the eyes of the 
consumer. As a result of your actions, my phone rates are going up no matter where I go. Rates have increased 
through both my competitive carrier and through the incumbent carrier (West) as a result of your actions. As a resull I 
am left with higher costs and fewer choices for my telewm services. 

For the mst majority of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using legacy, copper wire 
phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular Wireless) itself admits, wireless phones 
are not yet a substitute for landline. 

Competiion and choice are decreasing as a result of this Administration's FCC TRO Remand Order: Unless the FCC 
and PUC act to ensure a competitive marketplace. prices to consumers will continue to go up and quickly. competitive 
local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly owned lines, leased by the Bell companies, to deliver 
phone and Internet services to residential and business customers. But without FCC action, the Bells will be able to 
leverage their unregulated monopoly control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which passed with ovenvhelming Republican and Democratic support, envisioned 
an active FCC role in supporting competitive access to the phone networks. The FCC must rise to meet this challenge. 
Specifically, the FCC mdst take action that reaffirms that it will not sit idly by while jobs are lost, prices rise and four 
phone monopolies undo the progress of the past five years. 

We believe the FCC's position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large phone companies. 
We need more small companies like Liberty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs and provide more choices. 

Sincerely, 

A concerned telecom consumer, taxpayer and voter 
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Federal Communimliors 
A l l N :  Chairman Michael Powell 
Orsuccessor 1580 Lagan Street Suite#740 
445 12" sbaat mv 
W a s W n  D.C. 20554 

Colorado Public Wks Commission 
A l T N  Chairman Gregory Soplon 

Denver, CO 80203 

Dear sirs: 

I am a mncemed citizen of C d d o .  I receive my local telephone serVce hrn a CompetNve Locd 
Excharge Canier (CLEC). I have received better velue and customer service than I was ~ Y B T  able to 
rrceive wlor to having a competitive cholce in laal tdecommun'mns service pmviders. CunpeUtion 
has reduced costs, increased cxlstaner service and benefited the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order IIW FCC released has set cornflon bok 10 years 
in the eyas ofthe consumer. As a result of your actions. my phone rates are going up no matter where 
I go. Rates have i-ed lhrcugh both my mmpetitive carrier and thrwgh lhe incumbent cam 
(Qwest) as a result of your actions. As a resuk I am left with higher costs and fewer choices for my 
telewm ssrvlcas. 

For the vast majority of Am- mnsumen. there is no v-kble abrnativs to a landline phone using 
legacy, c o w r  wire phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (ow\nmer with BellSouth of Cingular 
Wireless) kef a&%. wireless phones are not yet a sut6tib~k for landlhe. 

Compelition and choice are deueasing as a result of this Adminkidon's FCC TRO Remand Older: 
Unless the FCC and PUC act to emure a competitive marketplaza, picas to consumers will continue to 
go up - and quickly. C o r n p l h  local exchange carriers (UECs) need access to the monopoly 
armed lines. leased by the Bell companies. to d e l k  phone and lnfmet swvices to residentid and 
businev wstomsrs. Bul wimout FCC adion. the Bdb wll be able to leveage thair unregulated 
mcrwply conbl to raise h s e  rates. 

The TelewmmunicafDns Act of lQW, which passed with warwhelming Republimn and Demmtic 
support, envisioned an acWe FCC role in supporting competitive acx%s to the phone I'&&Is. The 
FCC must rise 0 meet this challenge. Spedfcany, the FCC must take action mat realarms that il w i  
mi sit idly by A i i e  jobs are last, prlcas rise and fwr phone monopolies undo the progess of the past 
We years. 

We belleve the FCC's pwition Wl have a devastatng effect on campetNan. We do n ~ +  nead larga 
phone mmpanies. We need m m  small mmpenk like Literiy Bell T e l m  thal llsten to our needs 
and provide mare choices. 

Sincerely, 
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Federal Communications Commission 
AlTN: Chairman Michael Powell 
or Successor 
445 12''StreetSW 
WashingtonD.C. 20554 

Colorado Public Utiliies Commission 

1580 Logan Street, suite 
ATTN: Chairman Gregoly 

Denver, CO 80203 

Dear Sirs: 
I am a concerned citizen of Colorad8 I receive my local telephone service from a Competitive Local Exchange Carrier 
(CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to receive prior to having a competitive 
choice in local telecommunjcations service providers. Competition has reduced costs, increased customer service and 
benefitted the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back 10 years in the eyes of the 
consumer. As a result of your actions, my phone rates are going up no matter where I go. Rates have increased 
through both my competitive carrier and through the incurribefli earlier (GweAtj as a result cf your actions. As s resol! I 
am lefl with higher costs and fewer choices for my telecom services. 

For the vast majoriiy of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using legacy, copper wire 
phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular Wlreless) itself admits, wireless phones 
are not yet a substitute for landline. 

Competition and choice are decreasing as a result of this Administration's FCC TRO Remand Order: Unless the FCC 
and PUC act to ensure a competiive marketplace, prices to consumerS will continue to go up and quickly. Competitive 
local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly owned lines, leased by the Bell companies, to deliver 
phone and Internet services to residential and business customers. But without FCC action, the Bells will be able to 
leverage their unregulated monopoly control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which passed with ovelwhelming Republican and Democratic support, envisioned 
an active FCC mle in supporting competitive access to the phone networks. The FCC must rise to meet this challenge. 
Specifically, the FCC must take action that reaffirms that it will not sit idly by while jobs are lost, prices rise and four 
phone monopolies undo the progress of the past five years. 

We believe the FCC's position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large phone companies. 
We need more small companies like Liberty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs and provide more choices. 

Sincerely, 
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Federal Communications Commission 
ATTN: Chairman Michael Powell 
or Successor 
445 12''StreetSW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

Colorado Public Utilities Commission 

I FEE 2 8 2005 

Dear Sirs: 
I am a concerned citizen of Colorado. I receive my local telephone service from a Competitive Local Exchange Carrier 
(CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to receive prior to having a competitive 
choice in local telecommunications service providers. Competition has reduced costs, increased customer service and 
benefitted the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back 10 years in the eyes of the 
consumer. As a result of your actions, my phone rates are going up no matter where I go. Rates have increased 
througn both my competitive carrier and through the incumbent carrier (Qwest) as a result of your actions. As a result I 
am left with higher costs and fewer choices for my telecom services. 

For the vast majority of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using legacy, copper wire 
phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular Wireless) itself admits, wireless phones 
are not vet a substitute for landline. 

Competition and choice are decreasing as a result of this Administration's FCC TRO Remand Order: Unless the FCC 
and PUC act to ensure a competitive marketplace, prices to consumers will continue to go up and quickly. Competitive 
local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly owned lines, leased by the Bell companies, to deliver 
phone and Internet services to residential and business customers. But without FCC action, the Bells will be able to 
leverage their unregulated monopoly control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which passed with ovelwhelming Republican and Democratic support, envisioned 
an active FCC role in supporting competitive access to the phone networks. The FCC must rise to meet this challenge. 
Specifically, the FCC must take action that reaffirms that it will not sit idly by while jobs are lost, prices rise and four 
phone monopolies undo the progress of the past five years. 

We believe the FCC's position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large phone companies. 
We need more small companies like Liberty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs and provide more choices. 

Sincerely, 
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A concerned telecom consumer, taxpayer and voter 



Federal Communications C o m m i ~ ~ E I V ~  & INSPECT,. . Colorado Public Utilities Commission 

ATTN: Chairman MichaelPoweli 
445 12'"StreetSW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

FEB 2 8 2005 

FCC - MAILROOM 

Dear Sirs: 
I am a wncemed citizen of Colorado. I receive my local telephone service from a Competitive Local 
Exchange Carrier (CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to 
receive prior to having a competitive choice in local telecommunications service providers. Competition 
has reduced costs, increased customer service and beneMed the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back 10 years 
in the eyes of the wnsumer. As a result of your actions, my phone rates are going up no matter where 
QO. 7 my cor3petitlwa carrier atWHfeugh the irictjrFiM-cBR@r ~ -~ 
(Qwest) as a result of your actions. As a result I am letl with higher costs and fewer choices for my 
telecom services. 

For the vast majority of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using 
legacy, copper wire phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular 
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Wireless) itself admits, wireless phones are not yet a substltute for landline. 

Competition and choice ate decreasing as a result of this Administration's FCC TRO Remand OIdec 
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Unless the FCC and PUC act to ensure a competitive marketplace. prices to consumers will continue to 
go up and quickly. Competitive local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly 
owned lines, leased by the Bell companies. to deliver phone and Internet services to residential and 
business customen. But without FCC action, the Bells will.be able to leverage their unregulated monopoly 
control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications A d  of 1996, which passed with ovehvhelming Republican and Democratic 
support. envisioned an acthre FCC role in suppolting competitive access to the phone networks. The 
FCC must rise to meet this challenge. Specifically, the FCC must take action that reaffirms that it will 
not sit idly by while jobs are lost, prices rise and four phone monopolies undo the progress of the past 
five years. 

We belleve the FCC's position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large 
phone cornpanies. We need more small companies like Libelty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs 
and provide more choices. 

Sincefvly, 
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Federal Communications Commission 
AlTN: Chairman Michael Powell 
or Successor 
445 1 2Ih Street SW _.. . .. ~_-. . Denver, CO 80203 
Washingt0nD.C. 20554 i 1 : . , . .  ' . , , , '  : , ; .  ;...:,A 

Colorado Public Utilities Commission 
ATTN: Chairman Gregoly Sopkin 
1580 Logan Street, Suite #740 
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Dear Sirs: 1 r-. ' -. 

I am a concerned citizen of  color^.- t-reeeiue.&k&iphone service from a Competitive Local Exchange Carrier 
(CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to receive prior to having a competitive 
choice in local telecommunications service providers. Competition has reduced costs, increased customer service and 
benefitted the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back 10 years in the eyes of the 
consumer. As a result of your actions, my phone rates are going up no matter where I go. Rates have increased 
through both my competitive carrier and through the incumbent carrier (Qwest) as a result of your actions. As a result i 
am leflwwith higher costs and fewer choices for my telecom services. 

For the vast majority of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using legacy, copper wire 
phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular bVreless) itself admits, wireless phones 
are not yet a substitute for landline. 

Competition and choice are decreasing as a result of this Administration's FCC TRO Remand Order: Unless the FCC 
and PUC act to ensure a competitive marketplace, prices to consumers will continue to go up and quickly. Competitive 
local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly owned lines, leased by the Bell companies, to deliver 
phone and Internet services to residential and business customers. But without FCC action, the Bells will be able to 
leverage their unregulated monopoly control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which passed with overwhelming Republican and Democratic support, envisioned 
an active FCC role in supporting competitive access to the phone networks. The FCC must rise to meet this challenge. 
Specifically, the FCC must take action that reaffirms that it will not sit idly by while jobs are lost, prices rise and four 
phone monopolies undo the progress of the past five years. 

We believe the FCC's position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large phone companies. 
We need more small companies like Liberty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs and provide more choices. 

Sincerely, 

" 

A concerned telecom consumer, taxpayer and voter 



Federal Communications Commission 
ATTN: Chairman Michael Powell 
or Successor 
445 Wstreet SW 
Washington D.C. 20554 

Colorado Public Utilities Commission 
ATTN: Chairman Gregory Sopkin 
1580 Logan Street, Suite #740 
Denver. CO 80203 -_  . .  j . < . , .  
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Dear Sirs: I .~ 

I am a concerned citizen of Colorado. I r e c e b ~ ~ . t e l e p h o n e  sewice from a Competitive Local Exchange Canier 
(CLEC). I have received better value and customer service than I was ever able to receive prior to having a competitive 
choice in local telecommunications service providers. Competition has reduced costs, inmased customer service and 
benefitted the consumer tremendously. 

The recent FCC TRO Remand Order the FCC released has set competition back 10 years in the eyes of the 
consumer. As a result of your adions, my phone rates are going up no matter where I go. Rates have increased 
iiliouyh both my competitive carrier and through lhe incumbent canier (Owest) as a result of your adions. As a result I 
am left with higher costs and fewer choices for my telecom services. 

For the vast majority of American consumers, there is no viable alternative to a landline phone using legacy, copper wire 
phone networks. And as Bell giant SBC (co-owner with BellSouth of Cingular Wreless) itself admits, wireless phones 
are not yet a substitute for landline. 

Competiiin and choice are decreasing as a result of this Administration‘s FCC TRO Remand Order: Unless the FCC 
and PUC act to ensure a competitive marketplace, prices to consumers will continue to go up and quickly. Competitive 
local exchange carriers (CLECs) need access to the monopoly owned lines, leased by the Bel companies, to deliver 
phone and lntemet services to residential and business customers. But without FCC action, the Bells will be able lo 
leverage their unregulated monopoly control to raise these rates. 

The Telecommunications Act of 1996, which passed with overwhelming Republican and DemocratiC support, envisioned 7 
an active FCC role in supporting competitive access to the phone netwoe. The FCC must rise to meet this challenge. e - 
Specifically, the FCC must take adion that reaffirms that it will not sit idly by while jobs are lost. prices rise and four 
phone monopolies undo the progress of the past five years. 

We believe the FCC’s position will have a devastating effect on competition. We do not need large phone companies 
We need more small companies like Liberty Bell Telecom that listen to our needs and provide more choices. 

Sincerely, 
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A concerned telecom consumer. taxpayer and voter 


